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REMARKS 

The following remarks are made in response to the Office Action mailed May 18, 
2004. Claims 1, 4, 5, 8, 16, 25, 28, 29, 32, 40, 49, 52, 53, 56, 64, 73, 78, and 80 were 
rejected. Claims 2, 3, 6, 7, 9-15, 17-24, 26, 27, 30, 31, 33-39, 41-48, 50, 51, 53, 55, 57-63, 
65-72, 74, 76, 77, and 81 have been objected to. With this Response, claims 1-3, 6, 7, 21, 23, 
25, 26, 27, 30, 45, 47, 49-51, 54, 73, 74, and 76 have been amended. Claims 1-81 remain 
pending in the application and are presented for reconsideration and allowance. 

In the Specification 

Applicant noted a few typographical errors in the specification, which have now been 
corrected with the present amendment. 

Claim Objections 

The Examiner objected to claims 2-3, 6, 26-27, 30, 50-51, 53, 74, and 76 because of 
the acronym VL15. Applicants believe that Examiner's reference to claim 53 was intended 
to be a reference to claim 54, which actually includes reference to the acronym VL15. 

Consequently, the acronym VL15 has been removed from each of the claims and 
replaced with language having proper antecedent basis. 

In view of the above, claims 2-3, 6, 26-27, 30, 50-51, 53, 74, and 76 are believed to be 
in form for allowance. Therefore, Applicants respectfully request that the objection to these 
claims be reconsidered, and the rejection be removed and that these claims be allowed. 

Claim Rejections under 35 U.S,C. § 103 

The Examiner rejected claims 1, 4, 5, 8, 16, 25, 28-29, 32, 40, 49, 52-53, 56, 64, 73, 
78, and 80 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Pettey et al. U.S. Patent No. 
6,549,712 in view of Susnow U.S. Patent No. 6,594,329. 

The Pettey et al. patent discloses an infiniband channel adapter for performing direct 
data transfers between a PCI bus and an infiniband link without double-buffering the data in 
system memory. The disclosed infiniband channel adapter is described as part of the 
infiniband I/O unit 108 illustrated in Figure 3, and described in column 6, Hne 31. As 
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indicated, this infiniband I/O unit 108 couples to the infinband fabric 114. As also indicated, 
this infiniband fabric 114 may includes an infiniband switch 106. 

The Examiner argues that the Pettey et al. discloses an input port to a switching core 
referring to column 8, line 8 through column 9, line 32. The Examiner is presumably relying 
on transaction switch 302 illustrated in Figure 3 of the Pettey et al. patent. Unlike the switch 
claimed in independent claim 25, however, this transaction switch 302 disclosed in the Pettey 
et al. patent is part of the target channel adapter 202 (illustrated in Figure 3), which is in turn 
part of the infiniband I/O unit 108 (illustrated in Figure 1). This transaction switch 302 
disclosed in the Pettey et al. patent, is not analogous to the switch of claim 25, such as the 
example embodiment infiniband switch 106, which is part of the infiniband fabric 1 14 
illustrated in Figure 1 . 

Specifically, independent claim 25 is a switch including a switching core, and arbiter 
and input port, and an output port. The transaction switch 304 disclosed in the Pettey et al. 
patent, lacks an arbiter, an input port, and an output as described and claimed in claim 25. 
Rather, the transaction switch 302 in the Pettey et al. patent simply connects a PCI bus to a 
bus router and infiniband media access controllers. This does not teach or suggest the switch 
claimed in independent claim 25. 

In this way, it is believed that claim 25, and dependent claims 26-48, which depend 
from claim 25 are in condition for allowance. 

Independent claims 1, 49, and 73 have been amended to incorporate a portion of 
allowed subject matter from dependent claims 7, 55, and 77, respectively. As indicated 
below, the Examiner has indicated that claims 7, 55, and 77 would be allowable if rewritten 
in independent form including the limitations of the base claims. Accordingly, Applicant has 
added limitations from this allowable subject matter in order to place independent claims 1, 
49, and 73 in condition for allowance. 

In this way, claim 1 has been amended to add the limitation that a grant may be 
received by the packet Tx unit before the packet is completely stored in the memory. 
Similarly, claim 49 was amended to add the limitation that a grant may be received before the 
packet is completely stored in memory. Finally, claim 73 was amended to include the 
limitation that the grant may be received before the packet is completely stored in memory. 
As indicated, the Examiner has indicated that claims with this limitation are allowable subject 
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matter because none of the art of record teaches or suggest such a system or method. 
Consequently, it is believed that independent claims 1, 49, and 73 are in condition for 
allowance. In addition, claims 2-24, 50-72, and 74-81, which respectively depend from 
independent claims 1, 49 and 73 are also in condition for allowance. 

Therefore, Applicants respectfully request reconsideration and withdrawal of the 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) rejection to claims 1, 4, 5, 8, 16, 25, 28-29, 32, 40, 49, 52-53, 56, 64, 73, 78, 
and 80, and request allowance of these claims. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

The Examiner objected to claims 2, 3, 6, 7, 9-15, 17-24, 26, 27, 30, 31, 33-39, 41-48, 
50, 51, 54, 55, 57-63, 65-72, 74, 76, 77, and 81 for being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims and if rewritten to overcome the 35 U.S.C. §112 
rejections. Independent claims 1, 49, and 73 have been amended using portions of the 
indicated allowable subject matter and independent claim 25 is believed allowable as 
indicated above, consequently, all of these dependent claims are condition for allowance in 
dependent form because they respectively depend from patentably distinct independent claim 
25. 

CONCLUSION 

In view of the above. Applicant respectfully submits that pending claims 1-81 are in 
form for allowance and are not taught or suggested by the cited references. Therefore, 
reconsideration" and withdrawal of the rejections and allowance of claims 1-81 is respectfully 
requested. 

No fees are required under 37 C.F.R. 1.16(b)(c). However, if such fees are required, 
the Patent Office is hereby authorized to charge Deposit Account No. 50-1078. 

The Examiner is invited to contact the Applicant's representative at the below-listed 
telephone numbers to facilitate prosecution of this application. 
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Any inquiry regarding this Amendment and Response should be directed to either 
Paul P. Kempf at Telephone No. (612) 767-2502, Facsimile No. (612) 573-2005 or Pamela 
L. Kee at Telephone No. (408) 553-3059, Facsimile No. (408) 553-3063. In addition, all 
correspondence should continue to be directed to the following address: 

Agilient Technologies, Inc. 

Intellectual Property Administration 
Legal Department, M/S DL429 
P.O. Box 7599 
Loveland,CO 80537-0599 



Date: 



PPK:cmj 



Respectfully submitted, 

Mercedes E. Gill et al., 

By their attorneys, 

DICKE, BILLIG & CZAJA, PLLC 
Fifth Street Towers, Suite 2250 
100 South Fifth Street 
Minneapolis, MN 55402 
Telephone: (612) 767-2502 
Facsimile: (612) 573-2005 




Paul P. Kempf 
Reg. No. 39,727 



CERTIFICATE UNDER 37 C.F.R. 1.8 : The undersigned hereby certifies that this paper or papers, as described herein, 
are being deposited in the United States Postal Service, as first class mail, in an envelope address to: Mail Stop 
Amendment, Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450,^Akx4Udria,AiAl2^ 13-1450 on this 18"*" day of August, 2004. 




Name: Paul P. Kemp 
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